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Fig 1. Effect of feeding periods of dietary Fig 2. Effect of feeding levels of dietary

Rhus  Vernwiflua  stokes(4%) on Rhus  Vemniciflua on  Pseudomonas
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in Hanwoo aeruginosa in Hanwoo beef at 0T
beef during storage at 0C. during 4 monthes.
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Effect of feeding periods of dietary
Rhus  Verniciflua  stokes4%) on
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in Hanwoo
beef during storage at 5C.

{8 control

;l 49%3 months)
iD 4%(4 months}

10 4%(6 months)
W 4%(6 months)

incubaton days

Effect of feeding periods of dietary
Rhus  Verniciflua  stokes(%) on
Pseudomonas aeruginosa in Hanwoo
beef during storage at 10C.
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Effect of inhibition Pseudomonas
aeruginosa in Pork on feeding of

Rhus Verniciflua during storage at
0cC.
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4. Effect of feeding levels of dietary
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6. Effect of feeding

Rhus Vemniciflua on  Pseudomonas
aeruginosa in Hanwoo beef at 5T
during 4 monthes,
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1 3 7 14
Incubation days

levels of dietary
Rhus Verniciflua on Pseudomonas
aeruginosa in Hanwoo beef at 10T
during 4 monthes,
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Effect of inhibition Pseudomonas
aeruginosa in Pork on feeding of
Rhus Verniciflua during storage at 5C.



4 |8 Control
3 m2%
=1 104%
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Fig 9. Effect of inhibition Pseudomonas aeruginosa in Pork on feeding of Rhus
Vemiciflua during storage at 10TC.
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